Eric Douglas

156-33 94 St

Howard Beach, NY 11414
7-28-05

WTC Technical Information Repositorvy
Attention: Mr. Stephen Cauffman

National Institute of Standards and Technology
Stop 8610

Gaithersburg, MD 20899-8610

RE: Public Comment
Dear Mr. Cauffman,

- Please include the enclosed comments into the body of public comments to be considered
in revising the current draft of the WTC Investigation reports.

NIST has produced an overwhelming body of data related to the WTC building collapses.
Although the investigation has been thorough, 1 have noticed several issues that have not
yet reached full resolution. I very much look forward to the release of the final version of
the reports with these and other unresolved issues addressed.

Regards,
Eric Douglas

Email to follow.
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.| Progressed vertically without being visually identified on floor 6?2 e

2.7.6 _|What analysis suggests that vertical supports would fail (in bending) before horizontal connections (in tension)




I

INTERIM REPORT, APPENDIX L'

R 17 | A2 T 020 WHY DI TRE EAST & WEST STAIRWELLS FiLL WITH DUST & SMOKE AND LOSE LIGHTS JUST BEFORE THE COLLAPSE
OF WTC17? e . — ey
_ o 17 13| L21 |WHYDID FLOGRS 7 AND 8 LOSE POWER AND THE AIR BECOME UNCLEAR JUST BEFORE THE COLLAPSE OF WTC1?
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| e |FIRE PROTECTION? . BRSSTAVER e e e |
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